REMARKS /ARGUMENTS 



The claims have been rewritten without changing their 
substance in an effort to overcome the rejection under 3 5 
U.S.C. 112 and to provide proper antecedent language for all 
positively recited features. 

The rejection of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over the art of record is respectfully 
traversed. 

Applicants readily concede that the patentability of the 
presently disclosed subject matter over Sandner, cited, resides 
in feature @ ) . The advantages obtained by this feature have 
been described in the last paragraph on page 2 of the 
specification. Contrary to the Examiner's holding, applicants 
respectfully submit that Fig. 16 of Miyamoto et al, cited, do 
not make this feature obvious. While the patent discloses 
circular pressure rings 17, 19, they apply axial pressure at 
the hub region of the blank during the hot-rolling step. This 
fixes the axial position of the blank but it does not clamp the 
two opposite end faces at the circumference to prevent radial 
movement thereof during densif ication, as claimed. In other 
words, Miyamoto et al do not prevent radial movement at the 
circumference of the blank, as is essential according to the 



invention in order to improve the known Sandner method by 
preventing an increase of the diameter of the powder metal 
blank. The processing conditions in hot-rolling differ 
fundamentally so that Miyamoto et al can provide no teaching 
for the improvement of the Sandner method. 

It is important to note that applicants' pressure rings 8, 
9 exert a clamping pressure only at the circumference of the 
power metal blank and not over the entire diameter of the blank 
so as to prevent radial movement without applying clamping 
pressure to the rest of the blank. This is sufficient for the 
densif ication of the toothing but prevents an increase in the 
diameter of the blank. 

In view of the above, claim 6 is respectfully submitted 
clearly to be patentable, as is everyone of the dependent 
claims since they define preferred features none of which is 
suggested by the art of record. 

A sincere effort having been made to overcome all grounds 
of rejection, favorable reconsideration and allowance of claims 
6-11 are respectfully solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 
CHRISTIAN SANDNER ET AL 




Kurt Kelman, Reg. No. 18,628 
Allison C. Collard, Reg. No. 22,532 



COLLARD & ROE, P.C. Edward R. Freedman, Reg. No. 26,04 8 

1077 Northern Boulevard Frederick J. Dorchak, Reg. No. 29,298 

Roslyn, New York 11576 Attorneys for Applicants 
(516) 365-9802 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States 
Postal Service as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: MAIL STOP Amendment, 
COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, on September 4, 
2007. 




Amy Klein 



R:\Patents\S\SANDNER ET AL-3 PCT\ AMENDMENT 9-4-07. wpd 



